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DETAILED ACTION 

WITHDRAWN REJECTIONS 

1. The 35 U.S.C. 102(b) rejection of Claims 24 - 30 as being anticipated by De Cuyper 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,079,579), of record on page 2 of the previous Action, is withdrawn. 

NEW REJECTIONS 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC§103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 24 - 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over De 
Cuyper (U.S. Patent No. 6,079,579). 

With regard to Claims 24 and 26-30, De Cuyper discloses a preform and an attachment 
object (cap having a security strip, therefore a jacket; column 2, lines 29-31; column 4, line 24) 
the attachment object having a ring (therefore a circumferentially continuous or circumferentially 
split ring; column 2, lines 36 - 37) in abutting external engagement with a portion of the preform 
(lies against a seat, therefore received over the seat, which is an attachment feature; column 3, 
lines 63 - 65); Figure 10 shows that the ring is seated between two projections, numbered '122,' 
therefore captured between a radially outwardly projecting circumferential flange and an external 
protrusion, which is also a retention bead for retaining the ring, spaced apart from the flange. De 
Cuyper fails to disclose engagement which is in such a way that interference between the ring 
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and the portion of the preform prevents dislodgement or removal of the attachment object. 
However, De Cuyper teaches the selection of the desired shape of the ring depending on the 
desired interaction with the projections (a suitable rounded profile means that good guidance is 
obtained; column 4, lines 30 - 37). Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art would have 
recognized the utility of varying the shape of the ring to obtain the desired interaction. Therefore, 
the interaction would be readily determined by through routine optimization of the shape of the 
ring by one having ordinary skill in the art depending on the desired use of the end product as 
taught by De Cuyper. 

It therefore would be obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to vary the shape of the 
ring in order to obtain the desired interaction, and therefore interference with the projections, 
since the interaction would be readily determined through routine optimization by one having 
ordinary skill in the art depending on the desired end result as shown by De Cuyper. 

With regard to Claim 25, the ring disclosed by De Cuyper is in surface press fit 
engagement with the surface of the preform (the cap is attached by a snap connection; column 4, 
lines 33 - 37). 

ANSWERS TO APPLICANT'S ARGUMENTS 
4. Applicant's arguments regarding the 35 U.S.C. 102(b) rejection of Claims 24 - 30 as 
being anticipated by De Cuyper (U.S. Patent No. 6,079,579), of record on page 2 of the previous 
Action, have been carefully considered but have not been found to be persuasive for the reasons 
set forth below. 



1 

Application/Control Number: 10/646,245 Page 4 

Art Unit: 1772 

Applicant argues, on page 6 of the remarks dated October 28, 2005, that De Cuyper does 
not disclose a preform and attachment object which are adapted to be received in a blow mold 
together and blow molded into a container. 

However, term 'together 5 is not claimed; furthermore, because the assembly disclosed by 
De Cuyper includes a preform, which is an object which is adapted to be received in a blow 
mold, the disclosed assembly is partially adapted to be received in a blow mold. 

Applicant also argues, on page 7, that the disclosed perform is not adapted to be received 
in a blow mold with the attachment object attached. 

However, De Cuyper states that disclosed attachment is a hinged cap (column 3, lines 55 
- 60), which therefore remains attached to the cap while the cap is not closing the preform; De 
Cuyper therefore discloses a preform and cap which are adapted to be received while attached. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Marc A Patterson whose telephone number is 571-272-1497. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Harold Pyon can be reached on 571-272-1498. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Marc A. Patterson, PhD. 

Examiner 

Art Unit 1 772 



